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Character Plan Adopted by Minnesota 


Upon petition by the State Board of Law Examiners, the Minnesota 
Supreme Court on February 4, 1935, ordered the following two amendments 
to its rules for admission to the bar: 

“Hereafter each applicant for admission without examination 
under this Rule (Rule 4) shall pay a fee of $100. No part of such 
fee shall be returned to the applicant in the event that admission is 
denied. 

“When an application for admission is made by a person ad- 
mitted to practice law in other states or territories, the Board may 
employ the National Conference of Bar Examiners to make investi- 
gation and report under said application, and may pay to said Na- 
tional Conference of Bar Examiners a reasonable fee for its services 
in making such investigation and report.”’ 
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To Accredit or Not to Accredit 
That is the Question 


STATE BOARD OF LAW EXAMINERS 


Mr. Alfred Z. Reed, Octeber 8, 1908 
The Carnegie Foundation for the Advancement of Teaching, 
522 Fifth Avenue, 
New York City, New York. 


Dear Mr. Reed: 


There is a question in my mind as to whether or not our Board of 
Law Examiners should recognize law studies at ‘ , and 
, as meeting the legal education requirements under our rules. 





I am enclosing a copy of our rules, and refer you to page 5, where it 
is provided that students studying law in a law school to be admitted to 
the bar examinations must produce a certificate from an established law 
school or schools accredited by the Board of Law Examiners. My question 
really is whether or not we should accredit the schools above named. As 
a rule I think our Board has tried to confine accredited schools to those 
requiring at least two years of college work in addition to high school 
graduation. The schools above referred to, according to the information 
supplied in the annual bulletin by you, do not have specific pre-legal re- 
quirements. Your advice and assistance will be appreciated. 


Very truly yours, 
, Secretary. 


Dear Mr. October 17, 1934 


I interpret your enquiry of October 9'as essentially raising two dis- 
tinct, though related, questions. 


I. 


The first question is this: In case your board should adopt the 
policy of consistently refusing to recognize law schools not requiring at 
least two years of college work for admission, should the three out-of- 
state schools mentioned by you be placed on your list of recognized (“‘ap- 
proved”, “accredited”) schools? 


The answer is, they should not. 


. 


The Roman numerals printed in our Annual Review, showing the 
number of college years, if any, are checked with some care, in order to 
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make the information consistent and comparable as between school and 
school. Proofs of the Review are submitted to each school for verifica- 
tion or correction. The information is given for every degree-conferring 
law school, for each academic year beginning with 1920-21. I believe, ac- 
cordingly, that you could safely use the Review to make out a prima facie 
case against any school, for each year during which any given applicant 
attended it. 


You will of course note that the information which you seek is dated 
information, which relates to the past. You wish to know what the en- 
trance requirements were in specific past years. The school’s present 
requirements are not directly relevant. I will add, however, that I have 
looked up the current catalogues of the three schools concerning which 
you inquire, and find that there has been no change in this respect since 
last year. 


Finally, my use of the word prima facie means two things. It means, 
first, that I have lived long enough in this world to know that we are 
none of us infallible. It means, second, that even if our publications were 
errorproof, as an official body you should not of course take final action 
without communicating with the particular school involved. I should 
not, however, expect that there would be much disagreement as to facts; 
should there ever be any, I should be obliged if you would communicate 


with me, in order that I may either stand by my guns or acknowledge 
my error. 


II. 


Your second question, which I think you ask by implication, though 
not directly, is this: Should your policy be as indicated? 


I have been pretty careful in the past not to give advice to official 
bodies as to how they should discharge their own responsibilities. Even 
in the present case, I do not think that I ought to do more than to bring to 
your attention some of the considerations involved. Since you are ob- 
viously leaning in the direction of adopting the policy in question, the 
most convenient way to order the discussion will be for me to state, and 
to comment upon, certain objections which might be raised. I beg you 
will believe that in doing this I am attempting nothing more than to 
assist you to draw your own conclusions. I am not “marshaling my 
arguments”, in a lawyer-like way, in order to justify a conclusion—or 
prepossession—of my own. 


Objection 1. If an applicant actually had two years of college before 
he began his study of the law, it makes little difference whether the school 
required him to have it. 
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This is not true. A college graduate, for instance, will derive much 
more benefit from a law curriculum, the methods and content and stand- 
ards of which are adjusted to a college graduate group than he will by 
attending a law school the bulk of whose students possess no more than 
a high school education. Similarly for any intermediate standard of gen- 
eral education, such as two years of college. 


Objection 2. Your proposed policy would not be fair to the law 
schools in question. ; 


On principle, I suppose we should all agree that your board is under 
no obligation to calculate the effect which an otherwise well considered 
policy may have upon the reputation or financial interests of any law 
school. This general principle, however, runs afoul of certain vexatious 
technical complications. Our symbols denote the amount of general edu- 
cation which must be possessed—according to the law school catalogues— 
by applicants for admission to regular standing as candidates for a degree. 
Unfortunately, there are two possibilities. Some schools may advertise 
higher qualifications in this respect than they enforce. Other schools may 
scrupulously stick to the letter of their rules, but may admit to special 
standing, not candidates for a degree, applicants not possessing the reg- 
ular qualifications ; and then, having got them in, may eventually give them 
a degree, on the basis either of allegedly superior law work, or of making 
up, through cram work, their entrance deficiencies; or, even if they do not 
give such students a degree, they may certify them, for bar examination 
purposes, as having satisfactorily completed the course. When there 
are only a few such students (as under the rules of the Association of 
American Law Schools and of the American Bar Association), no great 
harm is done by this procedure. Indeed some flexibility of this sort is 
preferable to a rule of cast-iron rigidity. But when there are a great 
many such special students, then we have that same situation which I 
noted under Objection 1. The work of the school will inevitably, and 
indeed properly, be adjusted to the capacity of its student body. 


Hence you will see that while, on the surface, it seems fair enough 
to penalize a law school which, for reasons of its own, prefers to operate 
with admission requirements lower than those of your state, yet from a 
broader point of view it does seem a bit unfair to exclude from your list 
schools which honestly say what they are doing, while at the same time 
you accredit schools which either are actually dishonest in their state- 
ments, or beat the devil about the stump in the manner I have described. 


Is the answer perhaps that I have indicated an abuse against which 
we should be on our guard; and that, with a little thought, reasonably sat- 
isfactory precautions against it may be devised? If your policy is desirable 
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on other grounds, this objection suggests difficulties of administration 
which will have to be faced, but is not necessarily fatal. 


Objection 3. Your proposed policy would not be fair to the applicant. 


Personally, I have no sympathy with the attitude that it does not 
matter whether we are fair to the applicant or not—that it is all right 
to sacrifice occasional individuals to the welfare of the community, and all 
that line of talk. I believe that one should always be fair to the indi- 
vidual (if only because it is a highly controversial question what policies 
do or do not actually benefit the community). Hence I attach great im- 
portance to this third objection. Is it fair to an individual who has spent 
much time, and some money, in preparing himself for his chosen career, 
to tell him, at the last moment, “We are not even going to let you take the 
examination, because of some action on your part, for which you were 
in no way to blame, and which now it is too late to rectify. Three or 
four years ago, if you had been well advised, you would have gone to a 
law school possessing certain entrance qualifications. In that case, you 
could have taken our examination. As things are, you will have to begin 
your law studies anew. You must enter a school of the proper sort, and 
take its full course of three or four years. The three or four years that 
you have already spent in another law school have simply been wasted.” 


The question, thus phrased, seems to call for a negative answer. “No, 


the policy indicated is not fair. Even if it were adopted in principle, no 
humane board would act this way in practice.” 


Before we jump to conclusions, however, I suggest that we distinguish 
between four hypothetical cases. 


Case 1. An applicant, actually having had two years of college, takes 
the precaution to secure a copy of your rules. He finds nothing therein 
suggesting that a law school, in order to be recognized, must require two 
years of college for admission. He has perhaps heard of applicants going 
through a law school that makes no such requirement, and then being 
permitted to take your examination. He enters such a school. When he 
applies to your board, you tell him that you have recently struck schools 
of this sort off your list, and that for this reason he may not take your 
examination. 


He will certainly claim that you are giving him a dirty deal. I should 
agree with him. 


Case 2. The same situation, except that the applicant did not, at the 
time, investigate your rules. 


This brings up an administrative difficulty. How are we going to tell 
whether he did, or whether he did not? I should be inclined to think if 
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you had, at that date, no rule requiring applicants to register with you, 
at the beginning of their period of law study, you would probably have to 
give him the benefit of the doubt, and let him take the examination. (Better 
do this than invite him to commit perjury.) If you had such a rule, and 
he paid no attention to it, then he could be penalized on this ground; the 
character of the school need not be considered. If you had such a rule, 
and he did register, then, of course, we are back in Case 1. 


Case 3. At the time he entered a school which did not require two 
years of college for admission, you already had a rule denying recognition 
to such schools; but you had no rule requiring students to register with 
you at the beginning of their period of law study. As before, the appli- 
cant himself had had two years of college. 


This seems to me a difficult case. The aspect of it which I see most 
clearly is that the rules themselves were at fault in permitting such a 
contingency to arise. 


Case 4. The same as case 3, except that you had a rule, which he 
ignored, requiring registration at the beginning of the period of law 
study. 


In this case, as it seems to me, he can be properly penalized; espe- 
cially if your registration rule was fortified with the following admin- 
istrative practice: 


Every applicant for registration at the beginning of his 
period of law study should receive, at that time, either a closed 
list of law schools approved at that date by you, or full informa- 
tion as to the sort of law school which you recognize; or, as an 
alternative, or supplement to this, the applicant should be re- 
quired to submit to you, at that time, the name of the particular 
law school which he proposes to enter, and should be enabled to 
learn from you, at that time, whether study in such a school will 
or will not be recognized by you. 


Undoubtedly, even under these circumstances, the rejected applicant 
will feel that he has a grievance. We cannot, however, accept as a general 
proposition that there is no limit to the tolerance which we should extend 
toward the carelessness of youth. In trying to be fair to this applicant we 
must not be unfair to the applicant who was more careful than he was to 
ascertain the rules governing admission to the legal profession. Further- 
more, may it not be argued that this insistence upon the applicant’s taking 
some preliminary care in looking into the situation has some of the char- 
acteristics of that “aptitude test’”’ which we should all of us like to use—if 
we had any confidence in it—in order to determine, ahead of time, who will, 
and who will not, succeed in the legal profession? The young man: who 
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is careful, at this stage in his education, to look into these repellant 
technicalities might seem, presumptively, to have in him the makings of 
a better lawyer than the young man—or woman—who is careless about 
such things. Of course, we are sorry that he has wasted his time in the 
manner indicated. But if we have done everything that we can do to make 
the requisite information accessible to him (a statement which certainly 
is not true of any board of bar examiners today), then, under these cir- 
cumstances (and, personally, I am inclined to believe, only under these 
circumstances) we are not fair to him in simply giving him his head, 
and letting him do what he wants. Putting to one side all disputable 
questions of social or community welfare, it is unfair to the individual 
applicant himself to expose him to the competition of better men than he. 
He had better write off the loss of three years of his life now than 
acknowledge himself a failure at the age of sixty or seventy. 





Louisiana Bar Governors Will Examine Candidates 


Early in January the Supreme Court of Louisiana modified its rules 
by substituting the Board of Governors of the newly integrated bar for 
the Supreme Court Examining Committee for Admission to the Bar. 


The new rules further provide that the Board of Governors shall take 
over the duties of the Supreme Court Committee on Professional Ethics 
and Grievances, including its disciplinary functions. Thus, the Board of 
Governors of the State Bar of Louisiana, which, in accordance with the 
act passed by the legislature, was appointed by the Governor and which 
in the future will be elected by the people, will have complete control of 
both the entrance to and the exit from the legal profession. For the first 
time in this country’s history, the function of determining who shall be 
admitted to the legal profession is turned over to a board appointed pri- 
marily for other purposes, as an incident to its other duties, and which 
in the future will be chosen by the people. In this connection it should 
be recalled that any candidate for election to the Board of Governors, to 
be eligible, must file the names of the corporate clients he has served in 
the last five years and the amount of fees he has received from them. 


The National Conference of Bar Examiners takes this occasion to 
thank the members of the board which has been superseded, for their 
efforts in maintaining a high standard of competency among those candi- 
dates whom they recommended for admission to the bar. The members 
of that board are: Edwin T. Merrick, Chairman, Fred G. Hudson, Jr., 
Secretary, U. A. Bell, Asahel W. Cooper, Henry P. Dart, Jr., Elmo P. Lee, 
John May, Benjamin B. Taylor, and R. F. White. Mr. Stephen A. Mascaro 
was the Assistant Secretary. 
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A Directory of Bar Examiners 


ALABAMA 
Alabama Board of Bar Examiners 


Judge W. F. Dickinson, Chairman 
Opelika, Alabama 

Hon. A. J. Farrah, Dean 
University of Alabama Law School 
University, Alabama 

Hon. H. F. Crenshaw 
Attorney at Law 
Bell Building 
Montgomery, Alabama 


ARIZONA 


Committee on Examinations and 
Admissions of the State Bar 


Gerald Jones, Chairman 
Consolidated National Bank Building 
Tucson, Arizona 
J. L. Gust, Secretary 
Professional Building 
Phoenix, Arizona 
R. N. Campbell 
Yuma, Arizona 


ARKANSAS 
Central Board of Bar Examiners 


Thomas S. Buzbee, Chairman 

Southern Building 

Little Rock, Arkansas 
Robert W. Griffith, Jr., Secretary 

Donaghey Building 

Little Rock, Arkansas 
Malcolm W. Gannaway 

Donaghey Building 

Little Rock, Arkansas 
John W. Newman 

Southern Building 

Little Rock, Arkansas 
Louis Tarlowski 

594 Rector Building 

Little Rock, Arkansas 
June P. Wooten 

912 Southern Building 

Little Rock, Arkansas 


CALIFORNIA 


The Committee of Bar Examiners of the 
State Bar of California 


John T. Pigott, Chairman 
Balfour Building 
San Francisco, California 
Thomas A. J. Dockweiler 
1035 Van Nuys Building 
Los Angeles, California 
John H. Riordan 
810 Balfour Building 
San Francisco, California 
George A. Sarau 
404 Citizens National Bank Building 
Riverside, California 
Francis Price, 
21 E. Canon Perdido 
Santa Barbara, California 
A. T. Shine 
220 Bank of America Building 
Oakland, California 
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Dave Smith 
925 Citizens National Bank Building 
Los Angeles, California 


Ivan A. Schwab, Secretary 
2100 Mills Tower 
San Francisco, California 
James E. Brenner, Research Secretary 
1044 Hamilton Avenue 
Palo Alto, California 


COLORADO 


Colorado Board of Bar Examiners 
“The Law Committee” 


Wilbur F. Denious, Chairman 
830 Equitable Building 
Denver, Colorado 

G. W. Humphrey, Secretary 
Kittredge Building 
Denver, Colorado 

W. W. Platt 
Alamosa, Colorado 

Donald C. McCreery 
1217 First National Bank Building 
Denver, Colorado 

John M. Meikle 
Independence Building 
Colorado Springs, Colorado 

J. Arthur Phelps 
Colorado Building 
Pueblo, Colorado 

K. W. Robinson 
603 E. & C. Building 
Denver, Colorado 

Hon. Ira C. Rothgerber 
Symes Building 
Denver, Colorado 

Fred W. Stover 
Poudre Valley National Bank Building 
Fort Collins, Colorado 

Stanley T. Wallbank 
714 Equitable Building 
Denver, Colorado 


CONNECTICUT 


Bar Examining Committee, State of 
Connecticut 


Hon. John W. Banks, President 
County Court House 
Bridgeport, Connecticut 

Wm. B. Boardman, Secretary 
Bridgeport City Trust Company Bldg. 
Bridgeport, Connecticut 

James E. Wheeler, Treasurer 
42 Church Street 
New Haven, Connecticut 

A. Storrs Campbell 
36 Pearl Street 
Hartford, Connecticut 

Warren F. Cressy 
292 Main Street 
Stamford, Connecticut 

Hon. Edwin C. Dickenson 
County Building 
Hartford, Connecticut 

Thomas C. Flood 
Main Street 
Portland, Connecticut 





William W. Gager 
North and West Main Streets 
Waterbury, Connecticut 
John H. King 
Windham S National Bank Building 
Willimantic, Connecticut 
Howard F. Landon 
Salisbury, Connecticut 
Hon. Frank P. McEvoy 
192 Grand Street 
Waterbury, Connecticut 
Samuel A. Persky 
205 Church Street 
New Haven, Connecticut 
John S. Pullman 
First National Bank Building 
Bridgeport, Connecticut 
William H. Shields, Jr. 
Norwich, Connecticut 
Allan K. Smith 
750 Main Street 
Hartford, Connecticut 


DELAWARE 


State Board of Bar Examiners of 
Delaware 


Henry Ridgely, Chairman 
Dover, Delaware 
Frank L. Speakman, Secretary 
Squitable Building 
Wilmington, Delaware 
Francis de H. Janvier 
Citizens Bank Building 
Wilmington, Delaware 
Frank M. Jones 
Georgetown, Delaware 
Hugh M. Morris 
DuPont Buildin 
Wilmington, Delaware 
Robert H. Richards 
DuPont Buildin 


Wilmington, Delaware 
Clarence A. Southerland 

Delaware Trust Building 

Wilmington, Delaware 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


Committee of Examiners 
Bar of the District of Columbia 


John Paul Earnest, Chairman 
Tower Building 
14th and K Streets, N. W. 
Washington, D. C 

Ralph Given, Secretary 
Sixth and D Streets, N. W. 
Washington, D. C. 

Walter C. Clephane 
843 Investment Building 
15th and K Streets, N W. 
Washington, D. C. 

John E. Laskey 
509 Albee Building 
Washington, D. C. 

Hayden Johnson 
818 13th Street, N. W. 
Washington, D. C. 

William E. Leahy 
Investment Building 
Washington, D. C. 

Charles V. Imlay 
1418 F Street, N. W. 
Washington, D. C 

Edward Stafford 
1001 15th Street, N. W. 
Washington, D. C. 


FLORIDA 


State Board of Law Examiners of 
the State of Florida 


Hon. R. H. Chapman, Chairman 
Lake City, Florida 

G. T. Whitfield, Secretary 
Tallahassee, Florida 

Hon. E. B. Casler, Jr. 
Clearwater, Florida 

Hon. D. Niel Ferguson 
Ocala, Florida 

Hon. Samuel Pasco 
Pensacola, Florida 

Hugh Taylor 
Quincy, Florida 

Hon. H. P. Osberne 
Jacksonville, Florida 

Hon. O. K. Reaves 
Tampa, Florida 

Hon. Alfred A. Green 
Daytona Beach, Florida 


GEORGIA 
State Board of Bar Examiners, 
Georgia 
John M. Slaton, Chairman 
Grant Building 
Atlanta, Georgia 
A. W. Cozart, Secretary 
Columbus, Georgia 


. W. Maynard 
Macon, Georgia 


IDAHO 


Board of Commissioners of the 
Idaho State Bar 


James F. Ailshie, President 
Boise, Idaho 
John W. Graham, Vice-President 
Twin Falls, Idaho 
Sam S. Griffin, Secretary 
212 Boise City National Bank Building 
Boise, Idaho 
Walter H. Anderson 
Pocatello, Idaho 


ILLINOIS 
State Board of Law Examiners 


Hon. Albert Watson, President 
Mount Vernon, Illinois 
Horace B. Garman, Secretary 
602 Millikin Building 
Decatur, Illinois 
James S. Handy 
1351 Continental Illinois Bank Building 
Chicago, lllinois 
Charles P. Megan 
1457 Conway Building 
111 West Washington Street 
Chicago, Illinois 
Clarence W. Heyl 
805 Central National Bank Building 
Peoria, Illinois 


INDIANA 


State Board of Law Examiners for 
the State of Indiana 


Milo N. Feightner, President 
Huntington, Indiana 





Lenn J. Oare, Vice-President 
South Bend, Indiana 

Remster A. Bingham, Sec’y-Treasurer 
Circle Tower 
Indianapolis, Indiana 

Dean Bernard C. Gavit 
University of Indiana School of Law 
Bloomington, Indiana 

Judge Julian Sharpnack 
Columbus, Indiana 


IOWA 
Board of Law Examiners 


Edward L. O’Connor, Chairman 
Attorney Genera 
State House 
Des Moines, Iowa 
B. W. Garrett, Secretary 
Clerk of the Supreme Court 
State House 
Des Moines, Iowa 
Herbert J. Hoffman 
Dubuque, Iowa 
J. A. Graham 
ry ny Iowa 
W. J. Kas 
Sioux City, Iowa 
James A. Devitt 
Oskaloosa, Iowa 
Edmund B. Wilson 
Jefferson, lowa 


KANSAS 


State Board of Law Examiners, 
State of Kansas 


A. M. Keene, Chairman 
Fort Scott, Kansas 

W. F. Lilleston, Secretary 
First National Bank Building 
Wichita, Kansas 

James V. Humphrey 
First National Bank Building 
Junction City, Kansas 

T. M. Lillard 
New England Building 
Topeka, Kansas 

Fred Robertson 
Brotherhood Building 
Kansas City, Kansas 


KENTUCKY 
Kentucky Board of Bar Examiners 


Hon. J. D. Mocquot, Chairman 
Box 63 
Paducah, Kentucky 

Judge C. C. Turner, Secretary 
Frankfort. Kentucky 

J. Pelham Johnston 
Guaranty Bank Building 
Lexington, Kentucky 


LOUISIANA 


Supreme Court Examining Committee 
(Board of Governors of the State 
Bar of Louisiana) 


Hugh M. Wilkinson 
Canal Bank Building 
New Orleans, Louisiana 
Sigur Martin 
Lutcher, Louisiana 


J. J. Fournet 
fayette, Louisiana 

George T. McSween 

Shreveport, Louisiana 
George Wesley Smith 

Rayville, Louisiana 
Warren H. Comish 

Pontchoula, Louisiana 
J. H. MeSween 

Alexandria, Louisiana 
G. L. Porterie 

Baton Rouge, Louisiana 


MAINE 
The Maine Bar Examiners 


Edward F. Merrill, Chairman 
Palmer Merrill "Building 
Skowegan, Maine 

Philip G. Clifford, Secretary-Treasurer 
95 Exchange Street 
Portland, Maine 

Bernard Archibald 
Masonic Building 
Houlton, Maine 

Oscar H. Dunbar 
Machias, Maine 

Hiram Willard 
Sanford, Maine 


MARYLAND 
Maryland State Board of Law Examiners 


Alexander Armstrong, Chairman 
1209 Calvert Building 
Baltimore, Maryland 

Ir. W. C. Webb 
MS Bing Maryland 

Jesse N. Bowen, Secretary 
Baltimore Trust Building 
Baltimore, Maryland 


MASSACHUSETTS 


Commonwealth of Massachusetts— 
Board of Bar Examiners 


William Harold Hitchcock, Chairman 
601 Tremont Building 
Boston, Massachusetts 

George S. Taft, Secretary 
Slater Building 
Worcester, Massachusetts 

Charles H. Beckwith 
31 Elm Street 
Springfield, Massachusetts 

Walter Powers 
75 Federal Street 
Boston, Massachusetts 

James W. Sullivan 
23 Central Avenue 
Lynn, Massachusetts 


MICHIGAN 
State Board of Law Examiners 


Prentiss M. Brown, Chairman 
St. Ignace, Michigan 
*Jay Mertz, Assistant Secretary, 
Lansing, Michigan 
G. Douglas Clapperton 
Michigan Trust Building 
Grand Rapids, Michigan 
Edward A. Macdonald 
Penobscot Building 
Detroit, Michigan 





Edmund C. Shields 
501 American State Savings Bank Bldg. 
Lansing, Michigan 
George E. Brand 
3709 Barlum Tower 
Detroit, Michigan 


*Address ail communications to Mr. Mertz. 


MINNESOTA 


State Board of Law Examiners— 
Minnesota 


M. V. Seymour, President 
1116 Pioneer Building 
St. Paul, Minnesota 
Oscar G. Haugland, Secretary 
1123 Metropolitan Life Building 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 
Thomas McCabe 
Torrey Building 
Duluth, Minnesota 
Charles E. Houston 
Wheaton, Minnesota 
D. L. Morse 
Blue Earth, Minnesota 


MISSISSIPPI 
The Board of Bar Admissions 


yov. Sennett Conner, Chairman 
(Honorary) 

Jackson, Mississippi 

S. E. Travis, President 
Hattiesburg, Mississippi 

Sam H. Long, Vice-President 
Tupelo, Mississippi 

W. H. Cox, Secretary rvs 
New Merchants Bank Building 
Jackson, Mississippi 


MISSOURI 
State Board of Law Examiners 


Robert B. Caldwell, President 
McCune, Caldwell and Downing 
2000 Fidelity Bank Building 
Kansas City, Missouri 

Thomas F. McDonald, Secretary 
Donnell & McDonald 
1010 Pine Street 
St. Louis, Missouri 

. B. Oliver, Jr. 
Oliver and Oliver 
H. & H. Building 
Cape Girardeau, Missouri 

W. Wallace Fry 
Fry, Hollingsworth & Francis 
Meaico. Missouri 

Waldo Edwards 
Macon, Missouri 


MONTANA 
Montana State Board of Law Examiners* 


Judge George Y. Patten, Chairman 
Commercial National Bank Building 
Bozeman, Montana 

W. T. Pigott 
Bailey Block 
Helena, Montana 

H. L. DeKalb 
Lewistown, Montana 
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Rudolph Nelstead 
Miles City, Montana 

Walter L. Pope 
Missoula, Montana 


*Listed according to seniority. 


NEBRASKA 
Nebraska State Bar Commission 


George H. Turner, Secretary 
Clerk of the Supreme Court 
Lincoln, Nebraska 

W. C. Fraser 
Omaha National Bank Building 
Omaha, Nebraska 

Charles H. Kelsey 
Norfolk, Nebraska 

Harry L. Norval 
Seward, Nebraska 

Frank D. Williams 
703 First National Bank Building 
Lincoln, Nebraska 


NEVADA 


State Board of Bar Examiners 
State Bar of Nevada 


Albert D. Ayres, Chairman 
First National Bank Building 
Reno, Nevada 

Robert Z. Hawkins, Secretary 
United Nevada Bank Building 
Reno, Nevada 

Milton B. Badt 
First National Bank Building 
Elko, Nevada 

Howard E. Browne 
Austin, Nevada 

Douglas A. Busey 
First National Bank Building 
Reno, Nevada 

Wm. J. Forman 
United Nevada Bank Building 
Reno, Nevada 

Andrew L. Haight 
Fallon, Nevada, 


NEW HAMPSHIRE 
State Board of Bar Examiners 


Fred C. Demond, Chairman and Secretary 
3 Capitol Street 
Concord, New Hampshire 

Alexander Murchie 
25 Capitol Street 
Concord, New Hampshire 

Louis E. Wyman 
Merchants Bank Building 
Manchester, New Hampshire 


NEW JERSEY 
State Board of Bar Examiners 


M. T. Rosenberg, Chairman 
1 Exchange Place 
Jersey City, New Jersey 

. Henry Harrison 
810 Broad Street 
Newark, New Jersey 

. W. Gnichtel 

Broad Street Bank Building 
Trenton, New Jersey 


Rue Brearley, Secretary 


State House 
Trenton, New Jersey 





NEW MEXICO 


State of New Mexico—Board 
of Bar Examiners 


M. W. Hamilton, Chairman 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 
Joseph L. Dailey 
Albuquerque, New Mexico 
Hiram M. Dow 
Roswell, New Mexico 


Herbert Gerhart, Secretary 
Clerk of the Supreme Court 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 


NEW YORK 
State Board of Law Examiners 


John Kirkland Clark, President 
72 Wall Street. 
New York City, New York 
Philip J. Wickser, Secretary 
6 Buffalo Insurance Building 
Buffalo, New York 
Rollin B. Sanford 
120 State Street 
Albany, New York 


. M. Benjamin, Clerk 
State Board of Law Examiners 
Albany, New York 


NORTH CAROLINA 
The Board of Law Examiners 


Hon. W. J. Brogden, Chairman, Ex-officio 
Associate Justice, Supreme Court 
leigh, North Carolina 
Henry M. London, Secretary 
Second Floor, Supreme Court Building 
Raleigh, North Carolina 
L. R. Varser 
Varser, McIntyre & Henry 
Lumberton, North Carolina 
H. G. Hedrick 
Hedrick & Hall 
Durham, = Carolina 
J. G. Merrim 
Asheville, “North Carolina 
George B. Greene 
Sutton & Greene 
Kinston, North Carolina 
Charles W. Tillett, Jr. 
Tillett, Tillett & Kennedy 
Law Building 
Charlotte, North Carolina 
Benjamin T. Ward 
Greensboro, North Carolina 


NORTH DAKOTA 


State of North Dakota— 
State Bar Board 


c. L. Young, Chairman 
City National Bank Building 
Bismarck, North Dakota 

J. H. Newton, Secretary-Treasurer 
Bismarck, North Dakota 

J. P. Cain 
Dickinson, North Dakota 

oF ey 
Grand Forks, North Dakota 


357 


OHIO 
Standing Committee on Examinations 


Miss Susan M. Rebhan, Chairman 
1175 Union Trust Building 
Cleveland, Ohio 

Wm. J. Meyer 
Portsmouth, Ohio 

Hon. H. E. Garlin 
Old National City Building 
Lima, Ohio 

Hon. Walter M. Shohl 
1218 Union Central Building 
Cincinnati, Ohio 

Harold G. Mosier 
918 Keith Building 
Cleveland, Ohio 

Mrs. Eva Epstein Shaw 
564-66 Spitzer Building 
Toledo, Ohio 

W. P. Barnum 
810 Mahoning Bank Building 
Youngstown, Ohio 

Rokert N. Gorman 
Traction Building 
Cincinnati, Ohio 

Hugh K. Martin 
First National Bank Building 
Columbus, Ohio 


OKLAHOMA 


Committee of Examiners for the 
State Bar of Oklahoma 


Reuel Haskell, Jr., Secretary 
1519 Petroleum Building 
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 

A. G. C. Bierer, Jr. 

Bierer Building 
Guthrie, Oklahoma 

Harris L. Danner 
Colcord Building 
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 

S. L. Wilhite 
Anadarko, Oklahoma 

Felix C. Duvall 
Ponca City, Oklahoma 

Charles P. Gotwals 
801 Surety Building 
= dae Oklahoma 

W. J. Hort 
Shobheoter, Oklahoma 

Ray McNaughton 
‘Mining Exchange Building 
Miami, Oklahoma 


OREGON 
Oregon Board of Bar Examiners 


Roy F. Shields, Chairman 
Public Service Building 
Portland, Oregon 

B. A. Green, Secretary 
Corbett Building 
Portland, Oregon 

Roscoe C. Nelson 
800 Pacific Building 
Portland, — 

oes H. Carso 

213 U. 8. National Bank Building 
Salem. Oregon 
ae > Freed 
ohawk Building 
Portland, Oregon 








Colon R. Eberhard 
LeGrande National Bank Building 
LeGrande, Oregon 

David B. Evans 
First National Bank Building 
Eugene, Oregon 

Robert T. Mautz 
Board of Trade Building 
Portland, Oregon 

Estes Snedecor 
Spalding Building 
Portland, Oregon 


Mrs. M. H. Potter, Clerk 
1410 Yeon Building 
Portland, Oregon 





PENNSYLVANIA 


State Board of Law Examiners 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 


Members of Board 


coeaiee H. English, Chairman 
1412 Erie Trust Building 
Erie, Pennsylvania 
Frecerick B. Gerber 
York, Pennsylvania 
James J. Powell 
Mears Building 
Scranton, Pennsylvania 
Robert Dechert 
Packard Building 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 
Arthur M. Scully 
Grant Building 
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 
George F. Baer Appel, Secretary 
1101 Provident Trust Building 
1632 Chestnut Street 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 
Miss Mathilda H. Remmert, Ass't Secretary 
1101 Provident Trust Building 
1632 Chestnut Street 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 





Examiners 

Charles P. Maxwell 

Northampton National Bank Building 

Easton, Pennsylvania 
Morris Duane 

1617 Land Title Building 

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 
A. Evans Kephart 

Morris Building 

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 
Clark O. Tayator 

1412 Erie Trust Building 

Erie, Pennsylvania 


RHODE ISLAND 


State of Rhode Island and Providence 
Plantations—Board of Bar Examiners 


James C. Collins, Chairman 
1030 Hospital Trust Building 
Providence, Rhode Island 
Chauncey E. Wheeler, Secretar 
2200 Industrial Trust Building 
Providence, Rhode Island 
Patrick P. Curran 
1138 Hospital Trust Building 
Providence, Rhode Island 
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Fred B. Perkins 
111 Westminster Street 
Providence, Rhode Island 
John A. Tillinghast 
533 Industrial Trust Building 
Providence, Rhode Island 


SOUTH CAROLINA 


State Board of Law Examiners 


Samuel T. Lanham, Chairman 
Spartanburg, South Carolina 
J. B. Westbrook, Secretary 
Clerk of the Supreme Court 
Columbia, South Carolina 
F. William Cappelmann 
Columbia, South Carolina 
S. L. Prince 
Anderson, South Carolina 





SOUTH DAKOTA 


State Board of Bar Examiners 


Dean Marshall McKusick, Chairman 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 

Claude Schutter, Secretary 
University of South Dakota 
pay ag oul _ Dakota 

Jason E. Pay 
Vermillion, “South Dakota 

Lester W. Feezer 
Vermillion, South Dakota 

Russell R. Ren 
Vermillion, South Dakota 


TENNESSEE 


Board of Law Examiners of Tennessee 


A. B. Broadbent, President 
Clarksville, Tennessee 

R. A. Davis, Vice-President 
Athens, Tennessee 

R. I. Moore, Secretary-Treasurer 
Bank of Commerce Building 
Memphis, Tennessee 


TEXAS 


Board of Examiners for the 
State of Texas 


Judge B. H. Gardner, Chairman 
Palestine, Texas 
H. L. Clamp, Secretary 
Supreme Court of Texas 
Austin, Texas 
Hon. J. L. Goggans 
1607 First National Bank Building 
yo Texas 
J. H. Ha 
Littlefield Building 
Austin, Texas 
Judge A. N. Moursund 
rost National Bank Building 
San Antonio, Texas 
Hon. W. 7 Sleeper 
Box 3 
Waco, "Senne 














UTAH 
State Board of Bar Examiners 
Sam D. Thurman, Chairma 
Room 1401, Walker Bank Building 
Salt Lake ‘City, Utah 
Frank Johnson 
Kearns Building 
Salt Lake City, sotah 
Otto A. Weisley 
Continental "pank Building 
Salt Lake City, Utah 
Roy D. Thatcher 
First National Bank Building 
Ogden, Utah 
Ernest T. Young 
Logan, Utah 
Will L. Hoyt 
Nephi, Utah 


VERMONT 
Board of Bar Examiners* 
Edward H. Deavitt, Chairman and Secretary 
Montpelier, Vermont 
Robert E. Healy 
Bennington, Vermont 
Frederick G. Fleetwood 
Morrisville, Vermont 
Arthur L. Graves 
St. Johnsbury, Vermont 
Guy M. Page 
Burlington, Vermont 
Walter S. Fenton 
Rutland, Vermont 


*Listed according to seniority. 


VIRGINIA 
Virginia Board of Law Examiners 
Aubrey G. Weaver, President 
Front Royal, Virginia 
M. B. Watts, Secretary-Treasurer 
P. O. Box 1315 
Richmond, Virginia 
George H. Marshall 
Martinsville, Virginia 
James E. Heath 
Law Building 
Norfolk, Virginia 
Stuart B. Campbell 
Wytheville, Virginia 
Henry C. Riely 
Mutual Building 
Richmond, Virginia 


WASHINGTON 


State Board of Law Examiners— 
State of Washington 
John S. Robinson, Chairman 
602 Central Building 
Seattle, Washington 
L. Stotler 
Colfax; Washington 
c. PD, Cunningham 
Centralia, Washington 


_ 


F. 


WEST VIRGINIA 
State of West Virginia—Board of 
Law Examiners 


John O. Henso 
Martiaeburs, West Virginia 





James W. Vandervort 
Parkersburg, West Virginia 
D. J. F. Strother 
Welch, West Virginia 
Joseph R. Curl 
Wheeling, West Virginia 
Berkeley Minor, Jr. 
Charleston, West Virginia 


Wm. B. Mathews, Secretary 
Box 1406 
Charleston, West Virginia 


WISCONSIN 


State of Wisconsin—Board of Bar 
Commissioners 


Ferris M. White, President 
River Falls, Wisconsin 

Arthur A. McLeod, Secretary 
Supreme Court 
Madison, Wisconsin 

Robert M. Rieser 
Bank of Wisconsin Building 
Madison, Wisconsin 

Edward J. Dempsey 
The American Bank Building 
Oshkosh, Wisconsin 

John O. Carbys 
403-4 Mitchell Building 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin 

Paul N. Grubb 
Janesville, Wisconsin 


WYOMING 


State Board of Law Examiners of 
Wyoming 


Louis J. O’Marr, President 
5-7 Barr Block 
Sheridan, Wyoming 
Lloyd C. Sampson, Secretary 
300-301 Hynds Building 
Cheyenne, Wyoming 
N. R. Greenfield 
Rawlins, Wyoming 
R. H. Nichols 
306 Consolidated Royalty 
Casper, Wyoming 
Cc. A. Zaring 
Basin, Wyoming 


Building 


ALASKA 
Alaska Board of Law Examiners 


Hon. James S. Truitt, Attorney General, 
Chairman 

Juneau, Alaska 

Henry Boden. President 
Bar Association—First Division 
Juneau, Alaska 

Robert E. Coughlin, Clerk 
U. S. District Court—First Division 
Juneau, Alaska 


Elmer Rydeen, Clerk 
U. S. District Court—Second Division 
Nome, Alaska 


Derick Lane, Clerk 
U. S. District Court—Third Division 
Valdez, Alaska 

N. H. Castle, Clerk 
U. S. District Court—Fourth Division 
Fairbanks, Alaska 





HAWAII 
Committee on Bar Examinations 


Urban E. Wild, Chairman 
McCandless Building 
Honolulu, Hawaii 

Hon. Harry R. Hewitt 
Honolulu, Hawaii 

Heaton L. Wrenn 
Bank of Hawaii Building 
Honolulu, Hawaii 

Ss. B. Kem 
Honolulu, Hawaii 

M. E. Winn, First Deputy Attorney General 
Honolulu, Hawaii 


Marguerite K. Ashford, Secretary 
407 Inter-Island Building 
Honolulu, Hawaii 


PHILIPPINE ISLANDS 
Committee of Bar Examiners 


Hon. George A. Malcolm, Chairman 
Associate Justice of the Supreme Court 
Manila, Philippine Islands 

Salvador Araneta 
Manila, Philippine Islands 


Antonio Carrascoso 

Manila, Philippine Islands 
J. W. Ferrier 
Manila, Philippine Islands 
George R. Harvey 

Manila, Philippine Islands 


PUERTO RICO 
Board of Bar Examiners 


Hon. Adolph G. Wolf, Chairman 
Associate Justice 
Supreme Court of Puerto Rico 
San Juan, Puerto Rico 

Hon. Felix Cordova Davila 
Associate Justice ; 
Supreme Court of Puerto Rico 
San Juan, Puerto Rico 

Luis Llorens Torres 
San Juan, Puerto Rico 

Mariano Acosta Velarde 
San Juan, Puerto Rico 

Luis E. Dubon 
San Juan, Puerto Rico 


Joaquin Lopez, Secretary 
Clerk of the Supreme Court 
San Juan, Puerto Rico 





Chairman Megan Honored 


On January 10 a dinner was given by the Chicago Bar Association 
in honor of Mr. Charles P. Megan, our chairman. Mr. Megan has resigned 
as general counsel for the regional office of the Home Owners Loan Cor- 
poration to become the counsel of the Chicago Bar Association. He will 
continue to serve as vice president of the Illinois State Bar Association 
and will remain on the Illinois Board of Bar Examiners. 





Indiana Supreme Court Clears the Way for Higher 
Admission Requirements 


The right of the Supreme Court under the authorization of the legis- 
lature to require candidates for admission to the bar in Indiana to pass 
a bar examination, was sustained by the Supreme Court of that state in 
an opinion handed down on January 29. The court held that the provision 
of the Constitution of 1851,—that any person twenty-one years of age 
and of good moral character was entitled to admission to the bar,—had 
been repealed at the general election of 1932 when a majority of those 
who voted on the amendment had favored repeal. This number was less 
than half of the voters who cast ballots for political candidates at the 
same election, which gave rise to the contention that the constitutional 
provision had not been repealed. The court’s refusal to sanction this con- 
tention opens the way for a further advance in standards of admission to 
the bar in Indiana. 
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